This study aims to determine the effect of economic growth, HDI, inflation, and unemployment to poverty level in Central Java regency / city. The method of analysis used in this study is a method of panel data analysis combination between time series with cross-sectional analysis as a data processing tool using Eviews 9. The model chosen in this research is the random effect model. The result of regression model of random effect shows that economic growth, ipm, and inflation have negative effect on poverty level. While unemployment positively affect the level of poverty. For F test, the variable of economic growth, HDI, inflation, and unemployment together (simultaneously) have an effect on poverty level.
INTRODUCTION
One of the ways to enhance the welfare of society is by eradicating poverty. Poverty happens due to the lack of income and assets to fulfill the basic needs including food, cloth, house, health care, and education. Eradicating poverty needs not only economic approach but also social, cultural, and political approach (Susantri, 2015) . Therefore, government needs to arrange an integrated strategy to eradicate poverty in every region in Indonesia which has an identical characteristic and economic potential (Leasiswal, 2013) .
Government has made a program to tackle poverty which consist of several schemes. The program is including Special Market Operation, RASKIN, PKH, social security network, BLT, PNPM, etc. (Widiastuti & Yusuf, 2012 (Nurmainah, 2013) . In addition to that, the total population is higher than that in other regions, and the low level of illiteracy leads to a high level of poverty in Central Java (Puspita, 2015) .
Based on the percentage of poor people, Central Java is placed on the 12 th rank among 34 provinces in Indonesia by 2016. Compared to other five provinces in Indonesia, the average poverty level in Central Java placed on the second rank after DI Yogyakarta with the average poverty of 14.44%.
Various policies and programs
have been executed pretty well by both regional and national government for eradicating poverty. Nonetheless, it is still far from the core problem and the result is not satisfied yet. 5.342502, 5.237271, and 5.120741 respectively. This results is in accordance with Wahyudi & Rejekingsih (2012) and Melati & Suryawati (2018) . respectively. 
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